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Highlights
Overall, the number's of pupils and staff in sc,hool systems. in the 20 largest cities have been declin-

iT. Membership has declined every year since 1976, and the number of sdhools and teachers.since 1978.
iTotal public school membership aniong the 20 largest cities was nearly 3.9 million in fall 1980. The

nrmbership 'decreased by approximately 123,000, or 3.1 percent, since fall 1979.
-From fall 1976 to fall 1980, overall pupil membership in the public school systems in the 20 largest

dkies decreased by 589,000 representing a decline of 13.2 percent.
Public school, staff members in the 20 largest cities declined 'about 14,300. or 3.7 percent, in fall

.980 compared with fall 1979.

A total of 186,154 full-time equivalency classroom teachers served public school systems in the 20
largest cities in fall 1980. This was a decrease of about 8,600 (4.4 percent) teachers from fall 1979. ,
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National Center for Education Statistics

"The purpose of the Center shall be to collect and
disseminite statistics and other data related to
education in the United States and in other nations.
The Center shall . . . collect, collate, and, from time
to time, report full and complete on the
conditions of education in the United St tes; conduct
and publish reports on specialized analyses of the
meaning and significance of such statistics; . . . and
review and report on educition activities in foreign
countries."-.Section 406(b) of the General Education
Provisions Act, as amended (20 U.S.C. 122101).
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. Foreword
The National Center for Education Statistics, in cooperation with State education agencies, has col-

lected statistical data on public elementary and secondary school systems in the twenty largest U.S.
cities by population size. These statistics have been collected for the last 27 years. These data were
formerly a part of the publication Statistics of Public Elementary and Secondary School Systems.

The information published herein and tabulated in oth r forms is'extensively used as a reference
source by government agencies, professional and lay organize 'ons and industry groups for planning,
legislative development, and market research. In addition, the da are used by the press and other corn-
municatik media to inform the public on the current status of public education in the 20 largest cities in
the United States.

Norman D. Beller, Assistant'. Administrator
Division of Elementary and Secondary
Education Statistics

A. Stafford Metz, Chief
Institutional Surveys Branch

November 1982
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How to Obtain More Information
Information about the Center's statistical program and a catdog of NCES publications may be ob.

tainet1 from the Statiatical,Information Office, National Center for Education Statistics, 400 Maryland
Avenue SW., (Mail stop 1001), Washington, D.C. 20202, telephone (301) 4364300.
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This report provides basic statistics on Public eleilientary picl secondary education in the 20 largest E: j
U.S. cities, by population: size. It contains statistical data on the 1980-81 school year, including numbers 7 il
of pupils, staff, and schools in the 20 cities. National trend data since fall 1976 on selected kerne of infor- -
mation are also included for the twenty largest cities, by population size, according to the 1970 Decennial

_ , :
Census:1 . e

.

..:. 1 New York, NY 7,895,563'
2 Chicago, IL 3,169,357
3 Los Angeles, CA .. 2,811,801
4 . Philadelphia, PA 1,949,996
5 Detroit, MI 1,514,063

6 Houston; TX --:-. - 1,238,535'.
7 Baltimore, MD 905,787
8 Dallas, TX 844,401
9 .. Washington, DC 756,668

10 Cleveland; OH 750,879

1970 1970
Rank CitY Pppulation

11 - Indianapolis, IN -, 736,856
12 , Milwaukee, NI 71-7,372

.
13 San Francisco, CA r-- 715,674
14 San 'Diego, CA 697,471,

' 15 San Antonio, TX , 654,153 .:
,

16, Boston, MA : 641,071
. 17 Memphis,' TN 623,988

18 St. Louis, MO 622,236
19 New Orleans,. LA 593,471
20 , Phoenix, AZ 584,03

0

_.

ptions olsurvey procedures and other methodology appear in'the appendix.
. .,

..,

1The 1970 Decennial Census/1ms used beano* the 1980 census data were not available at the time data were collected for tlyie
report. According to the 1980 Decinnial Census, New Orleans and St. Louis are no longer among the 20 largest cities. Columbus,
Ohio, and Sail Joon, Califoriaa, have been added to tha list for the 19$0's.

1



Pupils
Nearly 3.9 million pupils were enrolled in the 20 largest cities' public school -systems in fall 1980

(table 2). This enrolhnentligure represents 9.4 percent of the Nation's total public school menthership forfall 1980. It also represents a decrease of approximately 123,000 pupils (3 percent) since fall 1979.
. Table A shows elementary and secondary public school membership by instructional level for the
*: 20 largest citiesand for the Nation, and the proportion represented by the 20 cities for fall 1980.

A -
Table A. Public school -membership for the Nation, for the 20 largest U.S. cities and,percent represented

by, the 20 largest cities, by instructional level: Pall 1980, .

Instructional level
gational

totals

20 largest
cities
totals

20 largest cities
. percent fof total

school pApulation

Notal 40,987,900 3,871,000 94
Elementary 27,674,000. 2,636,000 9.5

Prekindergarten 96,000 24,000 25.0
Kindergarten 2,593,000 254,000 9.8
Grades 1-8 24,063,000 2,017,000

v- .8;4
Elementary unclassified . . 021,600 341,000 37.0

Secondary ' 13,313,000 1,234,000 9.3
Grades 9-12 . .12,875,000 1,168,000 9.1
Secondary unclassified.. . . 438,000 67,000 15.3

Not's: Detail may not add to totals &cause of rounding.

The number of pupils.decreased from fal11979 to fall 1980 in 1& of the 20 cities. The clea-reases ranged
from less than 0.05 percent in liallas to about 11 percent in Cleveland. Only,two cities reported increase§in membership Houst,on(0.1. percent) and San Francisco (5.9 percent) (table 2). tlallas, Houstow'
Philadelphia, and San FranciSco showed increases in the lower grades, PK-8.

The membership data Cited .in this, report represent the total number ofpupils enrolled as
October 1, 1980, and do not reflect cumnlative changes occurring during th'e entire school kear.

Staff
.)

; In fall 1980, about 377,000 full-time equivalent (FTE) employees served 'publiC school systems in
the 20 largest cities in the United States. This number represents 9 percenW.the Nation's total publicschool staff (table 4).

Public elementary and secondaiy school staff were grouped into foul- categories official ad-
ministrative, professional educational, professional other, and nonprofessional. Figure 1 shows the
percentage of ,staff within each category in the 20 cities.

Total FTE staff in the 20 cities decreased about 14,000 members, nearly 4 percent from fall 1979 to
fall 1980: The largest relative decrease occurred in nonprofessional staff (about 6 percent):The onlycategory of staff that showed an increase.wai "professional other," which increased about 2 percent.

2
. 11
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. Figure ,1. Percent distribution of FTE1staff, by category in the 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1980 .
. '

Official
administrative

3.6%

Professional
other
3.05

Note: Detail does na add to 11)0.0 percent because of rpimding.

- classroom Teaéliers
. .

.
About 186,000 FTE classthom teachers gere employed in public schools of the 20 cities in fall 1980.

This is a decrease of nearly 8,600 teachers (4 percent) from the number reported in fall 1979: The4argest
decreases were reported by Los Angeles (13 percent); Washington, D.C(12 percent); and NeW*Drl ns,
San Diego, and San Francisco (each 11 percent). Six cities (Boston, Dallas,'Detroit, Indianapolis: em-
phis, and St. Louis) reported slight increases in the nuMber of teachers, ranging frOm 0.34to 1.1 percent
(table 5). Table B shows. the ercent change lor teachers, other staff, and pupils from fall 1979 to fall -
1980. . .

A comparison of annual teacher and puPil percent chahges from fall 1976 to fal11980 shows that in
ail 1977 students showed a greater decrease than teachers, and in fall 1978. stddents decreased, but
teachers shoWed i siight increase. Then,. in fall 1979 and 100, the greatest decline occurred among
teachers. Figure 2 depicts theliercent changes for teachers and for pupils at thebeenning of each school
term in the 20 cities during,the 1976-1980 period.

.0X

Pupil/Teacher Ratio
(The pupil/teacher ratio2 for the 20 largest U.S. cities was 20.8 in fall 1980 (table 1). This ratio

represents an approximate increase of one percent over the fall 1979 pupil/teacher ratio (20.5).

,.2Xlie pupil/teacher ratio is the ratio `of average daily attendand and the number of teachers (full-time equivalent). It should not be
equated with class size because many teachers are Not permanently assigned to a classroom.

/ 2 3.



FIgure,2. Teacher and mil. annual-percent changes for this 20 largest U.S. cities:. . ,.

t Fall 1976 tb fall 1980 . ,..1,
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In fall 1980, pupillteacher ratios for the 20 cities ranged from 13.1 in Boston to 26.6 in Los Angeles
(table 5): Figure 3 shows pupil/teacher ratios ranked from the knvest to the highest for fall 1980.

.,

Table B. Percent change for teachers, other staff, and pupils in the 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1979 to
..... fall 1980 ....

City

Teacher
percent
change

Other staff
percent
.change

Pupil
percent
change

Baltimore . - 3.8 0.1 4.6
Boston . 0.3 2.5 2.8
Chicago 4.3 -20.2 - 3.9
Cleveland . 5.8 18.6

:
-11.0

Dallas 1.1 2.6 (a)

betroit 0.5 - 2.1 - 4.0
Houston - 1.0 (a) 0.1
Indianapolis 1.0 - 0.2 - 5.3
Los Angeles -12.6 0.1 - 4.2
Memphis 0.9 I &i 2.0

Milwaukee 2.7 2.7 4 4.4/
New Orleans -10.9 6.7 - 4.2
New York 3.4 -11.3 - 2.0
Philadelphia - 2.7 10.5 - 3.5
Phoenix 7- 2.5. (a) 0.4

St. Louis ,0.9 7.3 - 8.2
San Antonio 1 - 0.8 3.8 - 1.3
San Diego -10.7 ,. 8.4 6 2.3
San Francisco . . . -10.7 1.0 5.9
Washhagton, O.c: -11.9 - 7.9 5.8

#

aLess than imp percent.

i
gChools

4s
?

d, In fall 1980, A net total of 5,217 schools were used for elementary and secondary education pro-
grams in the 20 largespcities in the United States. This number represents 6 percent of the Nation'l total
public schools (table 6)...The number of schools declined in the 20 cities from 5,280 in fall 1401/9 to 5,217 in
fall 1980, a net decrease of 63 schools (1.2 percent).

Twelve cities reported net decreases in number of public schools from fall 1979 to fall 1980. The
>

largest net decreases were reported by Cleveland (34), Phoenix (22), St. Louis (20), Chicago (15), and In-
dianapolis (11). These 12 cities, in most cases, showed decreases in students as well as teachers for fall
1980 exCept Indianapolis and St. Louis, both reporting slight increases in teachers. Five cities (Dallas,
Los Angeles, New York, San Diego, and San Francisco) each reported increases in schools, with the
largest increase occurring in Los Angeles (16). Three cities-reported no change in their number of public
sehools from fall 1979 to fall 1980 (table 6).

5
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Figure 3. Pupillteacher ratios,bor die 20 largest VS. cities: Fall 1980-
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Table 1. Illitorical summary of public school systems in the 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1976 to Fall 1980

-Item Fall
1976

Fall
1977

Fall
1978

Fall
1979

Fall
1980

A. Public schools

Total elementary and secondary
schools 5,288 6,301 6,317 16,280 6,217

B. Membership'

Total membership 24,460,000 4,326,296 4e132,105 3,993,199 3,870,641Elementary , 22,547,000 2,4623,957 2,715,309 2,696,766 2,636,340Secondary 21,913,000 1,863,338 1,416,796 1296,433 1,234,301-
Elementary membership as percent
of total 67.1 '56.9 66.7 67.6 68.1Secondary membership as peicent

g uf total 42.9 , 43.1 b4.3 32.6 31.9

, C. Classroom teachers

Total teachers, full-time and
1part-time - 2206,000 - 206,888 207,407 1194,708 180,154,

t ,

D. Pupil/teacher ratio .

cr. Pupil/teacher ratio (total elemegtary
- .

iand secondarfachools)
, 21.7- 20.9 19.9 20.5 20.8-.

lRevised from previously published dAta.
20nly rounded numbers avallatds.

p.
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Table 2. Pupil insmbereldp by level of instruction and nlated attendance date for public school

. systems in -the 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1979 and 1900 .

MEMBERSHIP,

, . ,

FALL 1979 , FAIL 1980 PERCENT 1980-81 SCHOOL YEAR
.

CHANGE .LARGE CITIES 7 IN TOTAL
TOTAL DRAPES 0RA1s08 TWIAL GRADES' GRADES MEMBERSHIP ESTIMATED ESTIMATED

PK-8 9.-12, PK-8 9-12 ADM ADA
,

9 10

TOTAL 50 STATES ANP D.C. 41,645.469 27.931,427 13,7140.42 140,986.509 127.673,192 113.312,517

-4- .
1 2 3 4 5 6 . 7 8

TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES 3,983,199 2.696.766 1.296,433 3,870.641 2,636,340 10234.301 -.3.1

PERCENT OF U.S. TOTAL 9.6 9.7 9.5 9.4 1 9.5 9.3
i ..

,
BALTIMORE, MD. . . - 136.187 92,552 43,635 ' 129.984 89237
BOSTON. MASS. 68,951 47.690 21,261 67,007 ' 46.417.
CHICAGO, ILI 477.339 337,766 -139.573

64.008
458.07 325,686

CLEVELAND, OHIO t 92.409 28,401 ,- 82.144 57,057
DALLAS. TEXAS 130,357 90,796 39,561 130.346 '12,182

HOUSTON, TEXAS 193,907, 139.951 53,956 194.033 ,141,659
157,614 53,763-*- 202.8b9 , 150,686 52,173 -4.0DETROIT, dICH. 211.377

INDIANAPOLIS' 1NU. 69,729 47,554 22,175 66.031 45,9f6 "4= -g..1

MEMPHIS. TENN. 34.537
526.768 366,000 160,768 -4.2LOS ANGELES. CA.' 549,897 g71.728 178,169

113,729 79,192 111.444 i 78,269 33,175 -2.0

.-- MILWAUKEE, WISC. 91,940 62.790 29,142 60,583 27.290 -.4.4
NEW ORLEANS. LA. 86,783 60,069 26,714

87.873
83.105 57.507

NNEW YORK. N.Y. ' 962.973 . 608.39 943.701 349.348 -.2..0594.353
25.598 -4.2

PHILADELPHIA, PA. 231,959 1481045
354,634

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 169,875 115.400 54,4Z5 169.159 9114,782 '54.377 -0.4
89,914 11223,889 1441448 79,441 .3.5

-c---

ST. LOUIS. MO. 68.964 46.868 22.096 63.213
SAN ANTONIO.- TEXAS 61.816 43.699 18,117 60,994 43 .-,556 17.438 1.3-

43,415 19,878 -8.2

SAN DIEGO, CA.' 113,704 77.952 351752 111.007 , 76,590 34.497 .-2.3
19,582

r

t
29.071 ...5.8 98.071 85.166

SAN FRANCISCO. CA. 55,147' 35.565 58.378 37,319 21.059 5.9
WASHINGTON. D.C. 106.156 'c' 75.180 -30,976 100.04/ , 70,978

40,747 -4.6
20,890 -2.8-
132,811 -3.9
25,087 ...11.1

36,164 (8)

. 0 ,

.
. ,

.. '. .4.
-.

5w4mdkorpnroWypeMiebsdista.

%CIS hemetedem osorlima Ant 111wore of IleteL.

'NM tompeledoe eleepetees abort It premed el beg
*OUP 44pm.dommompr1ses shoo $t poem* of eMiL ,

'NOW elhethis toterthet sheet $ West meg
em tire US wee*
viothmeted by mu
ties in kr the Wiled wheel *Witt ei lebkle the lemeedoefee are met seloredeseoNmith the city bake.

°A motto el dote mothered by NM I. *NNW *kb Premioull rrleded dot&

BEST COPY illIIIILIBLE

40.529,676 37.704.036

43.939.316 '3.468.237

9.7 9.2

125.967 108.004
67.007 .55.137
423.193 376.219
82.053 -70.668

130.169 '116.731

7
231.954
188.743 '174.819

204.185

60,867 52.2227
651.345 573.385
111.746' 103.683

82.087 71.690*

9:::::: 774.000
72.000

169.787 :r..;::
1015.040

917'

60.984

.
60.108 )41486 12

. '123.738 108.924
'65.275 57.460



0 Table 3. Pupil membership by .grade for public sch
. --.......

systems the 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1980

PRFKINIHOiGAR EN' 1HRAUGH GRADE 8 AND ELEMENTARY UNCLASSIFIED
--------..-- ....... .-------..-

TOTA1
PRFKINDER-

GARTEN
THROUGH (CAW PRE-

KINDER= KINDER-.
GARTER, GARTEN

TOTAL 50 STATES AND D.C. 140.986.509 27.673.992

TOTAL ELEMENTARY
LARGE CITIES (COL. 3+15) UNCLASSIFIED

-1 2 . 3
. . _

TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES "3070.641 2.636.340

PERCENT OF U.S. l'OTAL 9.4 9.5

BALTIMORE. MIN 129.984 89,237

CHICAGO, ILL. 1. 458.497 326.686

BOSTON. MASS. 67007 ..... 46.11/

DALLAS. TEXAS . 130.346 92.182

CLEVELAND. OHIO 82.144 57057

'DETROIT. MICH. 20?.859 150.686
HOUSTON, TEXAS 194033 141.659
INDIANAPOLIS. 1HD. .. *66031 45.916
LOS ANGELES CA.4 526.768 ' 366000
MEMPHIS. TENN. l 111.444 78,269

6
MILWAUKEE. WISC. 87073 60.583
NEW ORLEANS. LA. 83.105 57.507
NEW YORK. N.Y. 943.701 594.,p3
PHILADELPHIA. PA. 223049 144.448

4.7.82.PHOENIX. ARIZONA '169.159
1
11

ST. LOUIS. MO. '63.293 43.415

SAN DIEGO, CA.4 1110117 76.590

SAN ANTONIO. TEXAS 60.994 43.556

SAN FRANCISCO. CA. : 58.378 37.319
WASHINGTON, D.C. 1004049 70.978

20.

4 S
..- ._--- -. - _- .- ..

96,133 2.5930110

24.03 254.?29

2.5 9.85

3.266 7,571

11+20r-7371-.7.2

313 9,,Tde

1.467

0 14.820
0565 1323

0 0363
0 40.477

NA 7362.

2.207 6.399
0 5.954

2.542 48.774
9 13.9170
0 1

10,6 1 0

NA
:44::.:

0 7.923
1

(El 3.998,
2 5,876,,809

GET 03PY, MOLE

GRADE 1

6
-- .. ,

0

2094.473

255.910

8.6

::E/ir,

01

5.433
10.674

16.266
18.429
5.265

41.690,
91422

5.630
7,425

64.294
14.920
tilreGO

6.116
5.132
8.334
4.040
7.310

6IJE 2

7

.

2.799.593

241r-409

8.8

8.299
4.269

01

6.195
10r504

* 19.277
. 16.900
5011

40.146
8.264

6069

60:91:,
33.70/

s
12r190

4023

;:9::
9.3.61

7040

GRADE 3

8

2,9080076

249.292

8.6

8.979
4.517

(31

.6.356
0.416

10047
17.236
4.925

39.322
8.265

7.390
6,526

61.025
14047
13.165

c

4.385
' 5.241

8.186
3.992
7.272

GRADE 4 GRADE 5

9 10

7

.115.126 3.129064

257069 256.238
eS

8.3 8.2

9.485' 9.347
4.558 4.576

V4 (3)

6.205 5.929
10.881 10.379

17.992 16.859
16.728 14.968
5067 4084
40;680.°),. 41.253
9.017 8.5341

6.805
g,61318. 03(038

64.693 68.287
15.341 15,1198

,a13r244 112.779

4.720 11.

.

P1
5.111 071/
8.322 '84:925.4:

4,179
7.723 7.629

GRADE 6

11

.

3037.604

246.226

8.1

8.478
5077

(3)

5.488
9.991

-16.336
14.672
4.511
41061
8.132

6 076
5.575

64.929
15.174
'12.413

.4.348
. 4.607

8.476

2.11)75:

2.1



Table 3. Pupil membership by grade for public school systems in the 20 largest U.g. cities: Fall 1980 (continued)

GRADE i

TOTAL
9-12

INCLUD1ND
ELEMENTARY SECONDARY

GRADE 8 UNCLASSIFIED UNCLASSIFIED GRADE 9 GRADE 10 GRADE Il
4

GRADE 12
SECONDARY
UNCLASSIFIED _LAME CITIES

12 13 . Ili 15 16 18 '' 19
%
20 . 21

A
A

.

A

o

..,17

r

,

.
A

.

3.087.187 3091.497 921.398 13.312.517 3,379,921
.
3075r 7

i

3,194.641
.

2.924.899 437.839 TOTAL 50 STATE AND D.C.
.

256.091 248.252 --341.131 1.234.301 342.650 339.2.4 273,023 212,766 66.638 TOTAL 2o'I.ARGt CITIES

0.3 8.0. 37.0 9.3 10.1 10.1 8.5- 7.3 15.2 PERCENT F U.S. TOTAL
,

10.572 10.186 4.161 40.747 -11.100 12.291 - 8.976 o 7,398 982 vs BAL MORE. MEll
5,457 5,013 0 20.890 6,499 5.784 4.839 3.768 0 MO TON. MASS.

(3) (3) 283.299 132.811 38.210 35.415 28,224 20r109 101353 ...CH CAGOr ILL.
6.320 5.957 2.375 25.087 4 6.105 7.927 4,666 4,268 2.121 CLEVELAND,. OHIO
10.173 9.559 NA 38.164 11,524 10,065 8.680 7095 1 NA DALLAS. TEXAS

16,002 15.087 ,0 52.173 20.576 14.001 10.383 7,213 0 DETROIT. M1CH,
14.628 13.710 NA 52.374 14,599 14.612 12K512 40.651 NA HOUSTON. 7EXAS

, 4,688 4.707 2.495 20.115 4.489 4,527 4.866' 3.544 2.689 .._...1NDIANAPOLIS. IND.
39,880 38.949 - 2.542. 160.768 39.988 44.775 41.282 30.952 3.771 'LOS ANGELES. CA.
8.496 8.246 2.531 33.175 0.637 ' '2.892 8,127

., °7.519 0 MEMPHIS. TENN.

6,521 4001 ' 197 27.298 7.874 7.358 4 6,620 5.438 0 MILWUAKEEAISC..
6,456 6.530 0 25,598 7.554 7,050 5.949 5045 0 NEW ORLEANS. LA.

08.466 65.410 24)995 349.348 98.073 98,619 70.569 49,594 32.493 NEW YORK, N.Y.
I6r555 17.208. 7.615. '79.441 21,036 22,821 16.193 . 13.093 6.298 PHILADELPHIA, PA.
412.801 '12.595 53.105 '54.377 '13.844 1113.623 413030 '12042 '1.138 PHOENIX. ARIZONA

4,639 41545 1,396 19,878 51848 5.186 4.235 3.510 1.099 ST. LOUIS. MO.
4.488 'r 4,318 NA 17.438 5.527 4.547 3.924 3r440 NA ....SAN ANTONICW'TEXAS
71890 7.875 2.671 34.497 8.317 8.760 8.537 7,266 1,61.7 SAN DIEGO. CA.
3.945 4.152 846 .21,059 5.944 5.128 4,521 3.905 1.551 ....SAN FRANCISCO. CA.
8.108 7.504 2.903 29.071 6.906 7.843 6.380 5.416 2.526 WASHINGTON.' D.C.

Ifievired heat previously published data.

!NMI ImputaUsa computers about 2 merest el total

%fades 14 hi Map aro uspaded, therefore, data for columas they II are *laded is column IC
'Data are tor the Wald school &stria of whIsh the boudoirs are aot coteraitteus with the eltY Walt&

Portleas el total estimated by Nata
Nk. Data net avallabis.

BESI 1:41111.11BLE

'''



Table 4. Staff oinployed by assignment catigory for public school 'systems hi The" 20 forged. U.S..
cities: Foll 1900

ASSIGNMENT

LARGE CITIES

1
1

TOTAL
STAFF

2

OFFICIAL
ADMINISTRATIVE'

NUMPER. PERCENT

°. 3 ..4.

PROFESSIONAI.
EDOCATIONAL

SUMER PERCEN1

5 6 -

PROFESSIONAL
_ OTHER

ROMPER PERCENT
L .

7
. s

NOTOFESSIONAL

NUMBER PERCENT

9 10
4

TOTAL 50 STATES AND D.C. 4.192,296 168.140
, t 3.9 2.340.672 55.8 107.50 2.6 0580.523 37.7tOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES 376.831 13.595 3.6 31990887 MAO .11.442 3.0 151,9310 40.3PERCEN1 OF U.S. 10TAL 9.0 0.2 11,T. -- 10.6 1.61ALTIMORE. MD.

1108TON, MASS.-
24.104
9.055

524
459

4 3.7
5.1

7,860
5.430

55.7
60.0

141
189

1.0
2.1

50579
2.977

9.6
32.9

CHICAGO. ILL. 42,450 716 1.7 22.972 54.1 1,434 3.4 17.328 4068
CLEVELAND. OHIO 9,832 384 3.9 4.403 45.6 732 7.4 4.233 43.1
DALLAS. TEXAS 15.122 604 4.5 , 7.943. ,5245 234 1.5. '6,261 41.4DETROIT, MICH. 21.602 034 3.9 10.477 48.5 526 2.4 9.765 45.2
HQUSTON, TEXAS t 20.725 608 2.9 10.622 51.3 329 1.6 9.169 44.2
INOIANAPOLIS. IND. 4 71838 196 2.8 3.662 46.7 130 1.7 3,850 49.1
LOS ANOELESI, CA. 47.122 '1.867 A.0 200836 44.2 1.218 2.6 '23.201 49.2
MEMPHIS. TENN. t... 11,077 370 3.3 6.359 57.4 108 1.0- 4,240 38.3MILWAUKEE. RISC. 9.086 290 3.2 5,087 56.0 792 11.7 32.1
NEW ORLEANS. LA. 9.053 391 /4.3 4.620 51.0 ,202 2.1 3.840 42.4
ARES YORK. N.Y. 76.131 3,761 4.9 46.050 60.5 2.151.- 2.8 24.169 31.7
PHILADELPHIA. PA. # 617 2.4 131,561 53.1 825 3.2 10.520 .41.2
PHOENIX; ARIZONA

,25.523
.15.107 532 3.5 '8.109 53.7 $64 5.7 37.1

4ST. LOUIS. NO. 7.150 224' 3.1 4.0,4 57.3 46 0.6 WOK 39.0
tAN ANTIONIO. TEXAS 6.120 214 3.5 3.320 84.4 91 1.5 '2,487 40.6
SAW DIEGO. CA. 11.044 277 5.307 48.1 5,0 5.3 4.870 44.1
SAN FRANCISCO. CA. A4 7.618 157

,2.5
2.1 3.362 44.1 280 3.7 '3.820 50.1

WASHINGTON. D.C. 11.072 493 5.695 51.4 560 5.1 4,324 39.1
gm.

.1
Insamd so pram roapoestio far dovolopiog and

isomorromea setfaillot barium Oita sok so "dopoiy," "asosio1o,'"sohloat ospalsiostoal." Iroolsoas saossor.
asialasi." ola Aka isiodoo priseriodo astawfaisaa PiaOPAL

,tAws.losisAs dialoreaus losokr000rrhobas spoololiAs,
Itestyroodla opodallois fahlosoo sool osaisoeilagporommul. owl Marsrp, them *so Ws* Wes. *a tide or TV was, oft.

*NM lossiatios osaorl000 gess 4 pram* of NUL
*CIS ioupoolatlos worgelasoAM A of total Witold*. who ed so ripen k Ito "War mo.fokoffilell sultr:f4;Itata I. Its "oiloo sosprolosolosol parosarai mammal Irr NCB& 4
*miser yew% Asia soot IWO *As*A *vita too roportias joristriloa.
It/sof swim roes doia wows* far elsowoom Madan wIdok Imo asiisioloi Iv MS&
troashoro esitoolod hy NM.

BEST CCP/ MUM

f
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LARGE CITIES

Table 5. Selected nal membership and teacher data for pnblic bchool systems in the 20 largest U.S.
cities: Fall 1979 and 1984-

(IN FULL-T1ME EQUIVALENTS)

lt

CLASEAD6 TEACHERS PUPIL/TEACHER RATIO. 1980..--4 , ' ...
.

-
TOTAL FALL ' FALL PERCEN1 IN IN rN

MEMBERSHIP 1979 1980 CHANGE MEMBERSHIP , ADA ADM
,

1 2 3 - 4 5 6 7

TOTAL 50 STATES AND.D.C.
.

140,986,509 '2,183.438 2.185,093 0.1 18.8 17.3 - '18.5»
. 44'

TOTAL 20AARGE CITIES ; 23,870,64f' 1194,708 3186,154 -4.4 20.8 18.6 21.2

PERCENT OE U.S. TOTAL
.11.

.

9+4 8.9 8.5
1

BALTIMORE. MB. ....e...,. 129,984 7,542 7.258 -3.8 17.9 14.9 17.4
' BOSTON, MASS, 67,007 5:102 5.115 0.3 13.1/ 10.8 13.1CHICAGO. ILL. 458,497 22.573 21.611 -4.3 21.2 17.4 19.6..' CLEVELAND, OHIO 82,144 4,399 4.145 -5.8 19.8 17.0 19.8DALLAS, TEXAS 130.346 7,399 7.483 1.1 17.4 15.6 17.4

PETROITr MICH.' 202,859 9,arp 9.361 0.5 21..7 21.8 24.8.1110USTON, TEXAS 194.033 9:926 9.826 *1.0 19.7 17+8 19.2

-7-414pIANAPOL1S,
IND. 4 // 66r031 3.3§8 3.392, 1.0 19.5 15.4 17.9OS ANGELES. CA. / 526.768 22.670 19.810 26.6 28,9 32.9(MEMPHIS, "rENN. 111.444 5:845 5.898 0.9 18.9 417.6 18.9

MILWAUKEE: WISC. 8.7.873, 4.904 4.771 -2.7 18.4 1500 17.2NEW ORLEANS+ LA. .// 83,105 4.500 4.010 -10.9 .. 20.7 18.0 20.0NEW YORK, N.Y. 943.701 44.641 43.105 -3.4 21.9 18.0
PHILADELPHIA.17. 223,889 13.422 131063 *2.7 17.1 .14.2

.21.1

16.5PHOENIXF ARIZ A 4169,159 7.859 47.663 -3.5 22.1 22.2 22.2

ST. LOUIS: X0. 63.293 3.698 3.733 0.9 17.0 14.2 16.1SAN ANTORpr TEXAS 60:994 3:121 3.095 -0.8 19.7 17.9 19.7SAN DIEGO. CA. ... 111,087 5.128 4.578 -10.7 24.3 23.8 27.0SAN.FRANCISCOr CA. 58,378 3:340 2.999 -10.7 19.5 19.2 21.8WASHINGTON+ D.C.' 100:049 5,946 5.238 -11.9 19.1 16.4 18.9

from YerrionslY relmUd data.

!25CE9 hapaatloa comptitoo about 2 preset of toi.al.

/SPICES imputation amortise about 4 pert:sat of total.

4About 53 pirotat of total rosuablorshlp has barna estimated by NEES.

iEstlmat4d by NCES.

fq^

2 6

a

.
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AN. Table 6. Public schools by type and minimum number of days schools are required by law

to he in session for the 20 largest U.S. cities: Fall 1980

TYPE OF SCHOOL IOCTOBER Is 1980)

ELEMENTARY SECONDARY

,

t.

TOTAL
ELEMENTARY,
SECONDARY

AND
VOCATIONAL/LARGE CITIES OTHER TOTAL ONE TEACHER tLEMENTARY MIDDLE TOTAL SECONDARY TECHNICAL

1 2 3
5 5 6

T.

7 8 9

TOTAL 50 STATES AND D.C. 8t.,253 ' 61,240 921 53,469, 6,850
o

20,563 19'582 981
TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES

i

15,217 3,954 1 13,505 1448 916, 827 389
PERCENT OF U.S. TOTAL 6.0 ' 6.5 4.1 6.6 6.5 4.5 4.2 9.1

BALTIMORE, MD 199 125 0 122 3 46 2BOSTON, MASS 154 130 p 104 26
.,48,
20 18 2CHICAGO, ILL 605 510 0 493 17 70 70 . 0CLEVELAND, OHIO 143 98 0 98 0 442 41 0DALLAS, TEXAS. 197 159

4\---
135 '24 36 36 0NDETROIT. MICH 313 252 0 189 63 42 23 419HOUSTON. TEXAS 236 203 0 167 36 33 33 0INDIANAPOLIS, IND 106 43) 0 42 1 15 15 a . 0LOS ANGELES, CAL 642 9 1 460 88 62 '54 8MEMPHIS. TENN' 175 ,,104 0 104 0 67 61 6

MILWAUKEE, NIS 144 124 0 106 18 16 *15 1NEW ORLEANS, LA 140 101 0 80 21 26 . 25 1NEW YORK, N.Y 992 690 0 632 58 241 212 29PHILADELPHIA. PA 272 154 0, 137 17 56 52 4PHOENIX, ARIZ 7212 166 0 1144 1,2.2

,

39 29 110
ST: LOU/Ss MO 130 110 0 110 0 20 19 .1SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 91 81 0 64 17 a a 0SAN DIEGO, CAL 164 144 0 125 19 17 17 0SAN FRANCISCO, CAI 115 88 0 72 16 12 12 0

rab WASHINGTON, D.0 187 123 .0 --; 121 2 46 40 6

e



Table 6. Public schools by type and minimum number of days schools are required by law to be in session
for the 20 largest U.S. dties: Pall 1900 (continued)

TYPE OF SCHOOL (OCTODER 1, 1980)-(CONTINUED). *
OTHER TOT AL DECREASE

ELEMENTARY ? OR
SPECIAL AND SECONDARY . INCREASE MINIMUMCOMPINED EDUCATIOtI SCHOOLS owR DAYS

-, _ELENENTARY _SCHOOL_ FOR _ 4 , SCHOOL-YEAR PREVIOUS INTOTAL SECONDARY HANDICAPPED ' AL TERNAT I VE 1979-80 YEAR SESSION LARGE CITIES

10
+
11

-4-
12 13 14 15 16 17

L -

4,450 27156 1,678 616 86,925
-

4672 TOTAL 50 STATES ANS I 1.C.

347 120 195 32 57280 _63
TOTAL 20 LARGE CITIES

..*

7.8 5..6 11.6. 5.2 6.1 9.4 PERCENT OF U S. TOTAL

26 11 15 0 202 -3 180 MD.4 0 3 1 156 -2 1E*
.,....DALTIMORE,

BOSTON, MASS.25 0 25 0 620 -15 176 CHICAGO. ILL .3 0 3 0 177, -34 180 'CLEVELAND, OHIO2 0 2 0 193 4 175 DALLAS. TEXAS
19 0 19 0 319 -6 180 DETROIT . MICH. -

411. 0 0 0 0 230 -2 175 HOUSTON, TEXAS48 41 7 0 117 -11 175 INDIANAPOLIS, IND.31 3 19 9 626 16 175 LOS ANGELES. CAL.4' '0 .4 0 177 -2 175 MENPHISt TENN.

4 0 3 1 146 -2 109 MILWAUKEE, WIS.13 0 12 1 140 o 180 NEii ORLEANS, LA61 0 61 0 997 5' leo NEW YORK, N.Y.62 62 46) NG 272 0 180 PHILADELPHIA r PA.
, 7 0 s 7 0 213 -1 175 PHOENIX, ARIZ .
0 0 0' 0 150 -20 174 ....... ***** LOUIS, MO.2 0 2 0 91 175 SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS3 1 1 3 161 3 175 SAN DIEGO, CAL.15 0 2 1'3 107 8 175 SAN FRANCISCO. CAL.18 2 10 6 188 -1 180 WASHINGTON. D.0

INCAS bupdalide ompries. obese 2 upset of total.

*NM impatedmit opurlus abode 4 proud of WA
INC= Ppoldihre apple.. about 12 pront of total.
417.1111111110011 by ropurtiog

°Data Mud se hod 20. IW comae.

,4DM.asI.,01maL epidel ubseatlea mml aberrilve ulnae en blatillsel be scurdreC281.6.210r.
114C211busishise coupled. abest 44 wort .1 toe&
'Perim al Pk oPereal by NM M Mid& with puha* repulsed Usu.
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Nature andSonduct of the Suivey
The National Center for Education Statiatice (NCES), in cooperation witl State education agen-

cies, conducted the 27th annual fall survey of public elementary and secondary.echool systems in the 20
largest U.S. cities basedtm population size. A list of the applicable cities are cited in the "Introduction"
of this report (The data contained in this report were formerly a part of the publion Statistics of
Public Elementary and Secondary School Systems.)

The survey collect's data on the number of pupils, staff, and schools in the public school sYstems
of the 20 largesf cities. Data are collected for all public-school staff in the cities and assignments and
functions are classified in accordance with Handbook IV, revised, Classifications and Standard Terrn
minology for L>jcaland State School Systems, 1974 ReportIng jurisdictions\are asked to Atkin any
deviations from the lions cited in the above handbook

Data were estimated by NCES for missing inforniation, where necessary. For example, some cities
did not report average daily. membersh4 (ADM), but did report average daily attendance (ADA).
Therefor% the ADM was estimated by ,finding the ratio of the total reported ADM and ADA, then
multiplying the ratio by the reported ADA for each city that did not report ADM.

Formula: Total ADM
X City ADA = ADM

Total ADA

Phoenix reported only partial data on membership ana schools, therefore, the non-reported portions
were estimated to coincide with previously reported data. The following formula was used to estimate
these items: 4---

Partial data
1979 membership/schoca 100 (1979 membership/school) + Partial data = Estimated data

Phoei alsi did nbt report staff data for fall 1980. Previous year's data were used in all categories, ex-
cept claiuloom teachers, which were estimated by NCES, using the following procedure:

1979 X 1979 = 1980
1978

The data in this report were furnished by the State education agencies on two report forms design-
ed by NOES. Common Core of Data (CCD), part IV collects public school pupil membership and staff,
and part V collects number of public schools by type in the 20 largest cities.

Each city report was reviewed for internal consistency and for comparability with information
previously submitted. Letters, telegrams, anii telephone calls were used, when necessary, to obtain data
from respondents and to resolve questions and discrepancies.

As in any mail questionnaire survey, interpretation of instructione and definitionsmay vary among
respondents. Because public elementary and secondary education isa Stateand local responsibility, any
statiatical total for the 20 largest cities as a wholereflects a compoaite of the different reporting prac-
tices in the States. The use of standard forms and definitions in collecting data tends to minimize these
variations. Whenever a city deviated from prescribed.definitions and instruOtions, theY are indicated in
the footnotes to the various tables.

Some of the data thown in the basic tables may not agree exactly with similar data reported in
other NOES publications. Slight variations in published data 'may be due to different reporting dates for,
various surveys.
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